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ABSTPACT 

During the past three years these questionnaires have 
been sent by Temple University to elementary education majors asking 
them to evaluate their undergraduate education courses and student 
teaching experience. Overall, student teaching was rated most 
helpful, and foundations and curriculum were rated least helpful. 
They also evaluated other aspects of their program such as 
orientations, workshops, seminars, intervisitation, the supervisor, 
principal, and cooperating teacher (s). Suggestions for improvement in 
all areas were requested, and generally included the following: that 
a course in children's literature and in music education, more field 
experience, and more reading courses for N.K.P. students be offered; 
that instructors be more familiar with instructional practices and 
acquaint students with the present situation while providing 
alternatives; that all courses include related classroom management 
and record-keeping responsibilities; and that professors in EPICT 
need assistance in supervision of field experience. (Tables are 
included.) (PD) 
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Oaring the pact three years Tenple UiBlverslty sent quedtloimalres to Blesaentary 
Educetlon majors asklag them to evaluate their undergraduate edueation courses and 
their student teaching experience* 

Ihe first three semesters of questionnaires were received hy Temple graduates 
with six months to two years of teadiing experienee* The same i|uestionnAire was 
sent out eadi semester since then. Recipients of the questionnaires had the follow- 
ing amount of teadiing esp&tieocei 

September 1967 first or second year of teaching 

January 1968 end of first year of teadiing 

Septeinber 1968 end of student teaching or beginning teachers 

January 1969 end of student teaching or beginning teachers 

September 1969 end of student teaching or beginning teachers 

January 1970 end of student t e ac hi n g 

September 1970 end of student teaching or beginning teachers 

januery 1971 end of student teaching 

The following number of responses were received each semesttf : 

September 1967 23 
January 1968 22 
September 1968 63 
January 1969 13 
September 1969 60 
January 1970 147 
September 1970 122 
January 1971 57 

All of Section X, purts J and K of Section IV were used to compile the statistical 
data. The cotmnents and suggestions from Section II and the questions from Section V 
dealing with the foundations course were summarized. In the January 1970 question- 
naire Reading was Included as a separate course to be evaluated. Bvaluatlons for 
Septe>d>er 1970 and January 1971 included a Field Experience component. Other portions 
of the questionnaire were not included as they do not deal di^ ctly with the under- 
graduate courses required for the elementary teaching program. 
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Bvalttatioa of Elemeotary Student Tcadiipg Program 



Please cheek one of the lines under each seetlon* 

NOW that t am teaching I perceive ny courses in the following areas as having 
been • 



A. 



Educational Psvcholofly 
tosttuetion . 
very helpful 



Jielpful 
"not helpful 



Language Arte 
instruction 



very helpful 
lielpful 
not helpfnl 



C. 



Reading 

mattuction 



vexy helpful 
helpful 
"not helpful 



D. 



Mftthematics 
instruction 



jirery helpful 
helpful 
"not helpful 



B. 



Science 

mstruction 



very helpful 
Jielpful 
"not helpful 



F. 



Social Studies 
instruction 



_yery helpful 
Jielpful 
"not helpful 



yiftld BKBcrience 

v ery helpfitl to course instruction 
helpful to course instruction 
"not helpful to eoorse instruction 



gield EKPeriei^ 

v ety helpful to course instruction 

helpful to course instruction 

tiot helpful to course instruction 



yield BKPerli^g& 

very helpfiil to course instruction 
lielpful to course instruction 



"not helpfiil to course instruction 

v«a1A guperience 

v ery helpful to course instruction 
h elpful to course instn*ction 
net helpful to course instruction 



Pleld EKP^ence 

v ery helpfixl to eoorse instruction 
h elpful to course Instruction 
not helpful to course instruction 



ytfeld Eacoerience 

very helpful to course Instruction 

h elpful to course instruction 
not helpful to course instruction 
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6. Creative Activities 

inetniction Field Ex^ience 

v ery helpful v ery helpful to course instruction 

helpful helpful to course icstntetion 

not helpful n ot helpful to course instruction 

B* Student Teaching 

Instruction Field Egnerience 

v ery helpful v ery helpful to course instruction 

helpful h elpful to course instruction 

n ot helpful n ot helpful to course instruction 

IX. Please indicate your suggestions as to how these courses sds^t hove better 
prepared you to meet your responsibilities as a student teacher. 

A. Educational Psychology 



C* Reading 



D. Mathematics 



E. Science 



F. Social Studies 



3- 



! . 

G. Creative Activities 



I 
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H. Student Teaching 



III. Please indicate any suggestions you nay have that relates to the improv^ent 
of the undergraduate program la elementary education before student teaching 
that does not fit under any of the categories used in sections I and II: 



IV. Please check one of the lines under each of the following areas of courses 
that have been part of your program during your student teaching experience. 

In terms of experiences as a student teacher I perceive the following areas 
or courses as having been- 

A. Orientation Program at Temple 

v ery helpful 



Jielpful 
jdot helpful 



B. Orientation Program at Student Teaching Center 
very helpful 



Jielpful 
'not helpful 



C. Workshops 

v ery helpful 
h elpful 
not helpful 



D. Intervisitations 

very helpful 

h elpful 
not helpful 
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B. Seminars at Student Teaching Center 
very helpful 



Jielp£ttl 
"not helpful 



F. Supervisor 



jirery helpful 
Jielpful 
"not helpful 



G. Principal 



_yery helpful 
Jielpful 
"not helpful 



B« Cooperating TeacherCs) 
very helpful 



Jielpful 
loot helpful 



V. Please indicate your suggestions as to how each of these areas or courses might 
have better enabled you to meet your responsibilities as a student teacher. 

A. Orientation Progrem at Temple 



B. Orientation Program at Student Teaching Center 



C. Workshops 



D. Intervlsltatlons 



B. Seminars at Student Teaching Center 



F. Supervisor 



6* Principal 



B. Cooperating Teaeher(a) 



7t. Flease Indicate any auggeatlona you nay have that relatea to the improveinent 

of the student teaching experience that does not fit under any of the categories 
under sections IV and V. 



STODENT TEACHER SOGGESTIONS 



FOR OOORSE IMPROVEMENT 



The folloving are typical suggestions for inproveneot made by stttdent teachers 
about their methods courses and related field experiences. The recoimendationa 
are listed in order of priority. 
Educational Psvehologv 

1. More ettention to classroom behavior and nethods of remediating 
discipline problems* 

2. AdSulU'j''. work in identification and remediation of learning 

3. Relate the field experiences to course theory. 

4. aophasis should be on the problems of inner-city <:hildren. 

5. Course should be included as part of all methods instruction. 
Language Arts 

1. Increased field experience. 

2. Hore teaching techniques vith emphasis on correlation between 
language arts and reading. 

3. More experience with Investigation and preparation of teaching 
materials. 

4. Greater enphaais on speech and speedi therapy. 
Reading 

1. H»re exposure to reading programs being used In the IhiladeXphia 
Public Schools. 

2. Greats variety of teaching techniques. 

3. More experience in grouping and in diagnosis of achievement levels. 

4. Emphasis on remedial reading. 

5. More eoq^hasis on use of children's experiences to teach reading. 

6. Increased «ork In motivational tactics. 



Mathenatici 

1. More teaching techniques with Increased attention to teaching 
basic matheniatle corc^ts. 

2. Increased einphasls on ways to enhance current practices. 

3. Mbre field experience including observation of classroom teaching. 

4. More e^eriences in developing instructional aides and deirices. 
Science 

1. More content with attention to related teaching techniques. 

2. More field experiences. 

3. More work In vays to teadi with mfnliwim materials. 
Social Studies 

1. More field experiences vhicfa include demonstration lessons. 

2. Better preparation for actual teaching situation. 
3* More teadiing techniques. 

Creative Activities 

1. More field experiences. 

2. More emphasis on teaching art rather than creating it. 

3. Make course more practical. 
Student TeachlnR 

1. Should be longer vlth no after>school classes. 

2. Should take form of a paid internship. 

3. Should improve selection of cooperating teacho's. 

4. Include experience in other than Inner-dty schools. 

5* More conferences vlth cooperating teacher and supervisor. 



Sunanary of General Suggeatloaa 

!• Itore field escperiences - practical experience and course vork abauM be 
better integrated. 

2. Xbetruetora should be iwre familiar vith inatmctiooal practices in 
Fhiladel^ia Schools and aquaint their students vitfa the present 
situation while providing alternatives to existing conditions. 

3. A course in children's literature should be required. 

4. All courses should include related classroom nanagenient and record 
keeping responsibilities. 

5. A course in nusie education should be required at the undergraduate 
lorel. 

6. Provide more reading courses for N.K.P. students. 

7. professors in EPICI need assistance in eupenrision of field experience. 
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TABLE ZV 
SIAXXSTXC lOIAIiS 
(January 1970) 



Subject 



Kb* Responses 



Percentage 



Mean Sccrea Rank 



Student Teaching 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



125 
22 
0 
147 



84 
16 
0 



2.85 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



85 
61 

21 



147 



49 
42 

U 



2.57 



Language Arte 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



53 
76 
18 



147 



36 
52 
12 



2.36 



Mathematics 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



47 
80 

20 
147 



32 
54 
]4 



2.18 



Science 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



51 
55 

39 



145 



35 
38 
27 



2.09 



Educational Psvch 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



40 
75 

32 



147 



27 
51 
22 



2.00 6 



Creative Activities 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



31 
61 
52 



147 



21.5 
42.5 
36 



1.85 
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Subject 



Social Studies 
very helpful 
helpful 
oot helpful 



Ng Respooaee 



14 
61 
71 
146 



Percentage. 



10 
42 
48 



Mean Scoree . Rank 



1.60 



8 



Curriculum 
very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



7 
41 
93 



5 
27 
66 



1.39 



Poundatione 
very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



10 
39 
86 

135 



7 

6k' 



1.06 



10 
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TABLE V 
STATZSTZC TABLE 
(September 1970) 
iCOmSE - FZELD EXFBRIEMCE) 



Student Teaching 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



tte. Responses Percentage 



101 
17 
4 



83 
14 
3 



Msun Scores 



Renk 



2.80 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



49 
44 
13 



46 
42 
12 



2.23 



Lanpiatte Arts 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



43 
49 
13 



41 
47 
12 



2.28 



Mathematics 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



37 
40 
18 



39 
42 
19 



2.20 



Science 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



39 
35 
24 



40 
36 
2A 



2.15 



Social Studies 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



39 
28 
32 



40 
28 
32 



2.07 
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Creative Activities 

very helpful 34 

helpful 31 

not helpful 22 

Educational Psychology 

very helpful 30 

helpful 45 

not helpful 38 
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35 
36 
29 



27 
40 

33 



2.02 



1.93 



8 



Mathemattca 



Reading 



Sctencfe 



Creative Activities 



TABLE VI 
STATISTIC TA8LB 
(Januaxy 1 971) 
(COURSE - FIELD EXPERIENCE) 



No. Regyonsee Percentage 



Mean Scores Rank 



Student Teaching 

very helpful 
bellyful 
not helpful 



42 
8 
9 



79 
15 
6 



2.74 



Language Arts 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



28 
20 
5 



52 
38 
10 



2.43 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



27 
18 
9 



50 
32 
18 



2.33 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



27 
17 
13 



47 
30 
13 



2.26 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



17 
28 
8 



32 
53 
15 



2.13 



v^iry helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



10 

27 
5 



24 
64 
12 



2.12 



Educational Psychology 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 

Social Studies 



U 
26 
17 



25 
46 
29 



2.96 
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very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



9 

17 
22 



19 
35 
46 



1.73 



8 



XABLE VU 
September 1970 
FIELD EXPERIENCE 
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Student Teaching 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



Mb, Responses 



50 
6 
2 

58 



Percentage 



86 
10 
4 



Mean Scores Rank 



2.83 



Reading 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



24 
17 
6 
47 



51 
36 
13 



2.38 



Language Arts 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



19 
19 
8 

46 



41 
41 
18 



2.24 



Science 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



18 
12 
9 

39 



46 
31 
23 



2.23 



4 



Mftthematlce 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



12 
20 
6 

38 



32 
53 
15 



2.16 



Creative Activities 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



12 
10 
9 
31 



39 
32 
29 



2.09 



Social Studies 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



15 
8 

13 



36 



42 
22 
36 



2.06 



18 



I 



Mo. ResPonaeB Percentage Mean Scores Rank 

Educational Psychology 

very helpful 15 24 1.95 8 

helpful 29 4> ' 

not helpful IS 29 

62 



ERIC 



19- 



student Teachtog 

-very helpful 
belpfttl 
not helpful 



TASLE VXXZ 
January 1971 
FIELD EXP8RIENCB 

!te« Responses Percentage 



23 
3 

"5r 



88 

U 
0 
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Mean Scores Rank. 



2.88 



Language Arts 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



14 
9 
3 

26 



S4 
33 
U 



2M 



Mathematics 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



10 
9 
4 



43 
39 
18 



2.26 



3 



Reading 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



14 
6 
7 

27 



52 
22 
26 



2.25 



Creative Activities 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



5 
10 
2 



17 



29 
59 
12 



2.18 



Science 



very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



9 
10 
5 

24 



38 
42 
20 



2.17 



6 



Educational Psychology 

very helpful 
helpful 
not helpful 



10 
10 

8 



28 



36 
36 
28 



2.07 



20- 



Ite^ Reeoonses Percentage Mtean Scores Rank 

Social Studlea 

very helpful 5 25 1.85 8 

helpful 7 35 

not helpful 8 AO 

20 



ERIC 
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FIELD EXPERIENCE 
RANKING 



BEST COPY mmvE 



SEPTEMBER 1970 



BANK 


COURSE 


MEAN SCORES 


1 


STDDENT TEACHING 


2.83 


2 


READING 


2.38 


3 


LANCaAlGB ARIS 


2.24 


4 


SCIENCB 


2.23 


5 


MATHEM&XICS 


2.X6 


6 


CREATIVE ACTIVITIES 


2.09 


7 


SOCIAL STUDIES 


2.06 


8 


EDUCATION PSTCBOXXXSY 


1.95 



JANUARY 1971 



RANK 


COURSE MEAN SCORES 


1 


STUDENT TSAQUMw 


9 88 


2 


LANGUAGE ARTS 


2.46 


3 


MATHEMATICS 


2.26 


4 


READING 


2.25 


5 


CREATIVE AGTXVIilES 


2.18 


6 


SCIENCE 


2.17 


7 


EDUCATIONAL PSYCHOLOGY 


2.07 


8 


SOCIAL STUDIES 


1.85 
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ERIC 



